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NOTE ON TACITUS, AGRICOLA, 46
Admiratione te potius immortalibus laudi-
bus et, si natura suppeditet, similitudine
decoramus.
So read A, B, and the Toletan (though T
may have decorenms with Orsini). Furneaux,
following Muret, reads colamus for decora-
mus ; Prof. Gudeman has proposed te colamus,
deleting the previous te (and I had followed
him).
But whether we choose decoramus or
decorenms the MSS. are certainly right in
the word. The language here is a direct
allusion to Ennius' nemo me lacrumis
decoret, and any Roman I think, at least any
Roman familiar with Cicero's de Senectute
(ch. 20), would have expected the word,
especially as we have echoes of Cicero's own
language in the words lamentis, lugere,
immortalis.
The whole chapter 46 is, as Prof. Gudeman
ghoulishly indeed but with some truth has
said, ' a veritable mosaic of stereotype
ideas'; we have more of the tone of the de
Senectute (chs. 21 and 22) at the beginning;
and to the other passages quoted by the
commentators might be added the words of
Horace Ep. II. i. 247-9,
nee magis expressi uultus per aenea signa
quam per uatis opus mores animique uirorum
clarorum apparent,
which Tacitus seems to have had ' at the
back of his mind ' when he wrote in § 3 non
quia intercedendum putem imaginibus quae
marmore out aere finguntur, sed ut uultus
hominum, ita simulacra uultus imbedlla ac
mortalia sunt, forma mentis aeterna, quam
tenere et exprimere non per alienam materiam
et artem, sed tuis ipse moribus possis.
W. C. F. WALTERS.
REVIEWS.
JACOBY'S MARMOR PARIUM.
Das Marmor Parium. Herausgegeben und
erkl'art von FELIX JACOBY. Berlin:
Weidmannsche Buchhandlung, 1904. 8vo.
Pp. xviii + 210. Mit drei Beilagen. M. 7.
AT last we have an adequate edition of the
Parian Marble in octavo form and alone!
If Dr. Jacoby had merely republished the
work of his predecessors in this convenient
little volume, he would have deserved the
thanks of scholars. But he has given us
much more than that, and his own contri-
bution to the study of the document is no
less solid and valuable because it more often
shows itself in compilation and criticism
than in divination and conjecture. Mutilated
and corrupted in text, of uncertain purpose
and origin, arbitrary in scope and method,
sometimes without parallel, often unorthodox,
ranging in subject over the whole of Greek
history and literature down to the third
century B.C., the Parian Chronicle confronts
its editor with problems of the utmost
difficulty and variety. No edition can ever
be final, but Dr. Jacoby has done his work
well and carefully, and substantially fur-
thered the interpretation of many obscure
The book contains (1) a brief, perhaps too
brief, introduction dealing with the Marble
and its history, the chief editions, and the
authorities which the Chronicler may have
used; (2) a revised text with apparatus
criticus and catalogue of restorations pro-
posed by various scholars ; (3) an ample
commentary; (4) a chronological canon in
which the dates are discussed and compared
with others; (5) an index of names; (6)
transcripts, drawn from- the best available
sources, of the three parts into which fate
has divided the inscription.
Dr. Jacoby is little interested (it would
seem) in the earlier interpreters of the
Marble, whose achievements are quite over-
shadowed by the mighty work of Boeckh. Le
Paulmier wins from him a somewhat ambi-
guous compliment. But Selden, whom
Boeckh hailed as vir magnus, meets with
scant justice. Surely it shows some lack of
historic sense to treat his amateur essay in
epigraphy as if it were the work of a modern
expert, and one cannot but regret that the
